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From: Amato. Paul

To: Montgomery, Michael; Torres, Tomas

Cc: HODGE, DON; Macler. Bruce; Garcia-Bakarich, Luis
Subject: Erin Brockovich visit to Stockton next week

Date: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:31:00 PM
Attachments: imaqge001.png

Mike and Tomas,

| believe | mentioned yesterday that Erin Brockovich is going to be in Stockton next week and from
what | can tell, attending a public meeting regarding Stockton’s switch to chloramine. She’s been
pretty vocal about it and negative towards the city. We had an inquiry from this reporter yesterday
asking about EPA’s position on chloramine and OPA provided him with a link to R9’s Chloramine
website and some information compiled by Luis.

This is for your situational awareness but also to check whether you think we should jump in with HQ
to potentially address this inquiry further. The story will apparently run this weekend and the
reporter has indicated that concerns are heightened in light of what’s happened in Flint.

Paul

From: Keener, Bill

Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:06 PM

To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: MARY ACTION: DDL TBD; THE RECORD (STOCKTON, CA); chloramines

Let your folks know about Erin Brockavich’s vist to Stockton....and if there’s any more help we can
help provide HQ

Bill Keener

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA - Region 9
San Francisco, CA
Phone: (415) 972-3940

From: Zito, Kelly

Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 11:27 AM

To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>

Cc: Schollhamer, Mary <Schollhamer.Mary@epa.gov>; Loop, Travis <Loop.Travis@epa.gov>; Lee,
Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Calvino, Maria Soledad
<Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: MARY ACTION: DDL TBD; THE RECORD (STOCKTON, CA); chloramines

Looping in Bill and Soledad. I believe this reporter reached out to us yesterday...

Sent from my iPhone
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On Jan 20, 2016, at 11:23 AM, "Daguillard, Robert" <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov> wrote:

Follow-up from the reporter. + Kelly (R9) for awareness. More reporting is likely with
next week’s celebrity visit:

“Well, here's the thing, Erin Brockovich is coming to town early next week and
I've got to put some science out there before she comes (we're going to have to
publish this weekend).

That having been said, I'm casting a very wide net on this and have gotten some
good info from outside experts/other agencies. So it's probably not the end of the
world if you're not able to respond this week. Whatever EPA is eventually able to
provide will help inform our future reporting on the subject.

Thank you!”

Robert Daguillard

Office of Media Relations

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Washington, DC

+1 (202) 564-6618 (0)

+1 (202) 360-0476 (cel)
<image001l.png>

From: Schollhamer, Mary

Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>

Cc: Loop, Travis <Loop.Travis@epa.gov>; Lee, Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: MARY ACTION: DDL TBD; THE RECORD (STOCKTON, CA); chloramines

Thanks, Robert. | agree that we should push the deadline to Monday. Our folks are
swamped and could use the time.

Mary G Schollhamer

Acting Deputy Director of Communications
Office of Water

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office: 202-564-5759

Mobile: 202-853-5317

schollhamer.mary@epa.gov

From: Daguillard, Robert
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:18 PM
To: Schollhamer, Mary <Schollhamer.Mary@epa.gov>

Cc: Loop, Travis <Loop.Travis@epa.gov>; Lee, Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>
Subject: MARY ACTION: DDL TBD; THE RECORD (STOCKTON, CA); chloramines
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This writer has already written about the topic —and about Erin Brockovich’s Facebook
posting on same. Other stories by different outlets here and here. With the bad
weather coming our way, I'll ask him to push his deadline back until next week, unless
you think we can get him something by tomorrow COB. Let me know.

Thanks, R.

Robert Daguillard

Office of Media Relations

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Washington, DC

+1(202) 564-6618 (0)

+1(202) 360-0476 (cel)
<image001l.png>

From: Breitler, Alex

Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:11 PM

To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: chloramines

Thanks for responding!

I don't know where to even begin in telling you what people are saying. My sense
is that the biggest local concern at the moment is the possibility of chloramines
causing corrosion in the pipes, in light of what is happening in Flint. But I'm
getting the whole gamut of questions that you all have likely heard before --
perceived public health impacts, "if the water is toxic for fish how can it be OK
for me," etc etc.

So yes, I'm interested in both EPA and non-EPA studies -- whatever your folks
think are most pertinent to educate a community on this subject.

I know this is kind of broad, but thanks for anything you can do. Sometime this
week would be great if you can swing it.

Thanks again,

Alex

On Wed, Jan 20, 2016 at 6:16 AM, Daguillard, Robert
<Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov> wrote:
Yes, we’re happy to help. How will the information we send you fit into your larger
story? | assume you’ve spoken to others? If so, have they made comments you’d like
us to respond to?
Also and since you want to write about the science on chloramines, | assume you're
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looking for the latest studies generally and not just by EPA scientists, right?
Last but not least, what’s your deadline?

Thanks, R.

Robert Daguillard

Office of Media Relations

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Washington, DC

+1 (202) 564-6618 (o)

+1 (202) 360-0476 (cel)
<image001.png>

From: Breitler, Alex

Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 2:24 AM

To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>
Subject: chloramines

Hi Robert,

My name is Alex Breitler. I'm a reporter with The Record newspaper out in
Stockton, CA.

Our city is switching from chlorine disinfectant to chloramines, and it has
suddenly become quite controversial. I'm trying to track down the latest and
best science on chloramines, but the EPA guidance document that | found

tonight dates back to 1994: http://cfpub.epa.gov/ncealrisk/recordisplay.cfm?
deid=2829& CFID=44537175& CFTOKEN=48964464

Would someone possibly be able to tell me whether any more current studies
have been done? Not sure if this is a question best put to headquarters to to
Region 9 staff, but maybe you can point me in the right direction.

Thanks,
Alex

Alex Breitler
reporter
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Li, Corine; Montgomery, Michael

Cc: Kemmerer, John

Subject: FW: Erin Brockovich town hall meeting in Stockton - Press Coverage
Date: Tuesday, February 02, 2016 3:39:00 PM

In case you are interested...
Note, she has been asked to weigh-in on WaterFix too.

Paul F. Amato

Water Division,

Management & Program Analyst/Communications Liaison
U.S. EPA, Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street, WTR-1

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

t:(415) 972-3847

f:(415) 947-8026

e:amato.paul@epa.gov

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2016 11:51 AM

To: Zito, Kelly <ZITO.KELLY@EPA.GOV>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Cc: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Subject: Erin Brockovich town hall meeting in Stockton - Press Coverage

Press coverage on last night’s town hall meeting:
e Stockton Record: Stockton water forum delivers mixed messages

STOCKTON — Erin Brockovich entered stage right and applause erupted in the jammed auditorium.
“Thank you for hearing our voices,” a lone local resident shouted out.

The crowd, estimated by Mayor Anthony Silva at more than 1,200, filled every nook and cranny
Monday night in San Joaquin Delta College’s Atherton Auditorium. The focus was drinking water and
the use of chloramines in north Stockton to disinfect it.

Notably absent were representatives from City Hall. City Manager Kurt Wilson did not permit
Stockton officials to participate, deeming the event to be “political.” Silva’s political consultant, N.
Allen Sawyer, organized Monday’s event.

Brockovich’s water consultant, Bob Bowcock, gave a lengthy presentation during the forum arguing
against the use of chloramines while acknowledging the science on the matter is mixed.

Local water activists Barbara Barrigan-Parrilla and Bill Jennings spoke before Bowcock and
Brockovich. Both suggested to the audience there are more significant issues facing Stockton and
the region than chloramines, most notably the proposed Twin Tunnels project in the Delta.

“Are you committed to helping Stockton fight the Delta tunnels?” Barrigan-Parrilla asked Brockovich.
“If that’s an invitation,” Brockovich said, “the answer is yes.”

e  (CBS Sacramento: Stockton Water Meeting Questions Use Of Chloramine In City’s Drinking

Supply
e  KCRA: Stockton residents, Erin Brockovich voice concerns at meeting
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e ABC 10: Erin Brockovich attends water forum in Stockton; hundreds turn out
[ ]

FOX 40: Erin Brockovich Attends Meeting to Discuss Chloramine in Stockton Water
e KRON 4: Erin Brockovich in Stockton to warn about adding chloramine to water

Soledad Calvino

Public Affairs Specialist

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | San Francisco

D: 415-972-3512| C: 415-697-6289| E: calvino.maria@epa.gov
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Garcia-Bakarich, Luis; Macler, Bruce
Cc: Li, Corine

Subject: FW: Inquiry about Chloramine

Date: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:23:00 PM
Interesting...

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:11 PM
To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Cc: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Inquiry about Chloramine

FYI

This was Erin Brockovich’s initial Facebook comment:

“Congratulations to the City of Stockton, California... you're adding ammonia to your drinking water
because you're too lazy and cheap to remove dirt (organics) from your water supplies...

You're on the fast track to creating the next Flint, Michigan...

So damn smart; the long-planned switch from chlorine to chloramines should happen by the end of
this month, said Mel Lytle, head of Stockton’s Municipal Utilities Department. For now, only city of
Stockton customers on the north side will receive this water, though officials eventually intend to
expand to the south side as well. California Water Service Co. customers are not affected.”

Stockton Mayor Anthony Silva responded to Brockovich in a Facebook post of his own, writing in
part:

“We will immediately host a Town Hall Meeting on Stockton Water by next week. We will invite the
Public Utilities Director and his staff. We will also invite Water Quality specialists from the County
and State. | will also reach out to Erin Brockovich and invite her.”

The Mayor and Brockovich have confirmed a Stockton Town Hall, Wednesday, January 27, 2016
at 6:00 p.m.

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:06 PM
To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Cc: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Inquiry about Chloramine

Hi Paul,

So | just talked to the reporter and he wants to know if we have any studies that support that the
use of Chloramines to disinfect drinking water is safe. He said that Erin Brockovich is visiting
Stockton and she is raising concerns about the City of Stockton’s plan to add chloramines to its
drinking water: Activist's involvement makes chloramines plan suddenly controversial
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He also has a specific question: Is Chloramine a combination of Ammonia and Chlorine? Does the
combination of these two chemicals change the compounds on a molecular level? Or are they just
adding ammonia to the drinking water?

His deadline is still 5pm. | let him know that our regional expert is out of the office and we are trying
to get someone from HQ to help us.

Thank youl!
Soledad

From: Amato, Paul

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 12:27 PM

To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>

Cc: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: Inquiry about Chloramine

Bill,

A call came in this morning (not to me) from a Mike Fitzgerald at the Stockton Record asking about
EPA’s apparent position that “chloramines are safe” in drinking water. | don’t have much context on
this and our resident expert Bruce Macler cannot be reached so we are trying to track someone
down at HQ that can respond to this. We may need to contact the reporter directly to get him to be
more specific. Regarding protocol, should we contact him directly of have Soledad make the call
since Michele is out today? The reporter has a 5:00 deadline.

Paul
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From: Amato, Paul

To: Garcia-Bakarich, Luis; Macler, Bruce
Cc: Li, Corine

Subject: FW: Inquiry about Chloramine

Date: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:23:00 PM
Last one.

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:18 PM
To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Inquiry about Chloramine

FYI

Protection or Poison?
Chloramination of Drinking Water
by Erin Brockovich

October 2010

Water utilities across the country are changing the way they treat our drinking water. They’re
switching from chlorine, the primary disinfectant used in drinking water systems for over a
hundred years, to the alternative disinfectant chloramine at an alarming rate. But are they
making a sound, informed decision? What are the health effects? Where are the studies to
help us understand the impacts to our health and infrastructure?

The fact of the matter is chloramines are a terrible mistake. While utility companies often use
chloramines as a matter of convenience, there are far safer alternatives. As a world-leading
nation, we have to stop cutting corners where our health and safety are at stake.

Historically, drinking water disinfection with chlorine has been extremely successful in
addressing bacterial and viral contamination. It has virtually wiped out waterborne diseases
like typhoid fever, cholera, and dysentery. However, chlorine disinfection may also cause
health risks. When chlorine is added to the water, it not only kills bacteria and viruses, but it
also reacts with other chemicals dissolved in the water to form new compounds, known as
disinfection byproducts. Some of these byproducts, such as trihalomethanes, are thought to
cause cancer and pose other long-term health risks.

Chloramine, on the other hand, is a combination of chlorine and ammonia. While chlorine
dissipates and evaporates into the air relatively quickly, chloramine is more stable and will
last longer in the water system. The goal is to provide increased protection from bacterial
contamination. Chloramine also happens to be the cheapest and easiest of the options
available to water utilities. Yet even though the use of chloramine is convenient, it may not be
safe.

Studies indicate chloramine causes more rapid deterioration of the municipal infrastructure
and degradation of valves and fittings. In water systems that still use lead pipes or
components, this causes lead and other metals to leach into drinking water and out of faucets
and showerheads. The chemicals themselves may not cost much, but we can’t afford their
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consequences.

On top of all these infrastructure and health problems associated with chloramine use, there is
growing evidence that chloramine forms toxic byproducts as it disinfects. This also occurs
with the use of chlorine, but recent studies indicate the formation of toxic byproducts in
drinking water may be higher when utilities use chloramines. These studies also indicate that
chloramine causes more dangerous byproducts than other treatment alternatives, such as
ozone or chlorine dioxide.

Disinfection byproducts are created when the compounds used for disinfecting drinking water
react with natural organic matter, bromide, or iodide. Research shows that the byproducts are
highly toxic to mammalian cells like ours, and they’re known to affect cells” genetic material,
which can cause mutation or cancer. In studies, some of these byproducts, such as iodoacetic
acid, have been shown to cause developmental abnormalities in mouse embryos. Other
byproducts of chloramine use include the highly toxic human carcinogens hydrazine and N-
nitrosodimethylamine (NDMA). Hydrazine is the primary ingredient in rocket fuel and is
extremely toxic at very low levels in drinking water. NDMA is also a chemical used in the
manufacture of rocket fuels. Both chemicals are a result of the chloramine’s combination of
ammonia and chlorine, a potentially deadly cocktail.

Amazingly, it’s not even clear that chloramine’s benefits are worth these risks. Chloramine is
200 times less effective than chlorine in killing e-coli bacteria, rotaviruses, and polio.

How many times do we have to hear water utilities complain that the EPA is making them
adopt chloramines? This is not the truth. Time and time again, water utilities shift the blame
from themselves and take the easy way out, pointing to some higher authority as responsible.

These utility companies are blaming chloramines adoption on the EPA Stage | and Stage Il
Disinfectants and Disinfection By-Products Rule (DBPR), which has been actively negotiated
since 1992. These rules tighten drinking water regulations, requiring utilities to provide their
customers with cleaner, safer drinking water. To support the science behind these regulations,
well over $100 million in research has been conducted to better define the risks from
microbial pathogens and disinfection byproducts.

The Stage 11 DBPR and the Long Term Enhanced Surface Water Treatment Rule are the
second phase of rules required by Congress. Set to take effect in 2012, these rules strengthen
protection against microbial contaminants and aim to reduce dangerous disinfection
byproducts. The rule targets water systems with the greatest risk and builds incrementally on
existing rules. Under the Stage 11 DBPR, systems will conduct an evaluation of their
distribution systems to identify the locations with high disinfection byproduct concentrations.
These locations will then be used as the sampling sites for Stage 11 DBPR compliance
monitoring.

Utility companies are concerned that these new regulations are too expensive. To cut costs,
many are choosing to adopt chloramine treatment. It’s the cheapest way of meeting the EPA’s
new regulations, but it’s one of the most dangerous ways of getting the job done.

There are several alternatives recommended by the EPA that do not involve adding more
chemicals to our drinking water. All of the alternatives involve removing organic
contaminants through enhanced coagulation or sedimentation, filtration, or carbon adsorption.
Within those three areas of treatment, there are scores of readily available, real-world





applicable options. Alternative disinfectants, such as ozone and chlorine dioxide, are better,
but they too can cause the formation of other byproducts. All this demonstrates the need to
effectively remove the bad stuff in our drinking water rather than trying to merely treat it with
chemicals.

Collectively, we can stop the poisoning of our drinking water supplies. Speak up, and tell your
water utilities, state officials, and the EPA, “We are informed, we understand the issue, and
we do not want you to continue contaminating our water supplies.” Cite the Cincinnati’s
experience with granular activated carbon (GAC) as an alternative.

In December 1978, Richard Miller became director of Greater Cincinnati Water Works, home
to the EPA Research Center and Office of Administration and Resources Management. Miller
spearheaded the creation and implementation of a vision that would provide Water Works
customers with the high-quality water they desired at a price they could afford. In 1992, he
implemented a post-filtration granular activated carbon process, which essentially vacuumed
up the dangerous contaminants in water. Using this process, Miller eliminated the need to
sully Cincinnati’s water with chlorine, chloramine, or any other dangerous chemicals.

Eighteen years later, Mr. Miller explains, “It is better to remove contaminants by adsorption
with GAC instead of adding chemicals that might have unintended consequences. Science is
continually identifying additional chemicals in the drinking water supply, often in minute
concentrations. While evidence may be lacking that many may pose no significant threat to
public health, removing them as an additional benefit of treatment for other purposes is
advantageous.”

From: Amato, Paul

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 12:27 PM

To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>

Cc: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: Inquiry about Chloramine

Bill,

A call came in this morning (not to me) from a Mike Fitzgerald at the Stockton Record asking about
EPA’s apparent position that “chloramines are safe” in drinking water. | don’t have much context on
this and our resident expert Bruce Macler cannot be reached so we are trying to track someone
down at HQ that can respond to this. We may need to contact the reporter directly to get him to be
more specific. Regarding protocol, should we contact him directly of have Soledad make the call
since Michele is out today? The reporter has a 5:00 deadline.

Paul
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Li, Corine; Macler, Bruce
Subject: FW: Statement
Date: Friday, February 05, 2016 4:08:00 PM

FYI- OW is going to provide us a desk statement on chloramines.

Paul F. Amato

Water Division,

Management & Program Analyst/Communications Liaison
U.S. EPA, Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street, WTR-1

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

t:(415) 972-3847

f:(415) 947-8026

e:amato.paul@epa.gov

From: Loop, Travis

Sent: Friday, February 05, 2016 3:20 PM

To: Zito, Kelly <ZITO.KELLY@EPA.GOV>

Cc: Lee, Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul
<Amato.Paul@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Statement

We will have a statement from national perspective on Monday

Travis Loop

Director of Communications

Office of Water

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-870-6922

loop.travis@epa.gov

From: Zito, Kelly

Sent: Friday, February 05, 2016 4:42 PM

To: Loop, Travis <Loop.Travis@epa.gov>

Cc: Lee, Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul

<Amato.Paul@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Statement

I think we’ve generally pointed people to studies on the subject and also had them reach out to the
state.
kelly

From: Loop, Travis
Sent: Friday, February 05, 2016 12:48 PM

To: Zito, Kelly <ZITO.KELLY@EPA.GOV>
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Cc: Lee, Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul
<Amato.Paul@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Statement

We can. Is there anything the region has said about them and this situation? We are swamped with
flint responses today. Is it needed now or Monday?

Travis Loop

Communications Director for Water
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: 202.870.6922

Follow us on Twitter @EPAwater

On Feb 5, 2016, at 2:47 PM, Zito, Kelly <ZITO.KELLY@EPA.GOV> wrote:

Hi all — With some recent RS9 media coverage about chloramines (see below), I'm
wondering if HQ has a statement that we could use.

Can we pull something together ASAP?

Kelly

Press coverage on last night’s town hall meeting:

e  Stockton Record: Stockton water forum delivers mixed messages

STOCKTON — Erin Brockovich entered stage right and applause erupted in the jammed
auditorium. “Thank you for hearing our voices,” a lone local resident shouted out.
The crowd, estimated by Mayor Anthony Silva at more than 1,200, filled every nook
and cranny Monday night in San Joaquin Delta College’s Atherton Auditorium. The
focus was drinking water and the use of chloramines in north Stockton to disinfect it.
Notably absent were representatives from City Hall. City Manager Kurt Wilson did not
permit Stockton officials to participate, deeming the event to be “political.” Silva’s
political consultant, N. Allen Sawyer, organized Monday’s event.

Brockovich’s water consultant, Bob Bowcock, gave a lengthy presentation during the
forum arguing against the use of chloramines while acknowledging the science on the
matter is mixed.

Local water activists Barbara Barrigan-Parrilla and Bill Jennings spoke before Bowcock
and Brockovich. Both suggested to the audience there are more significant issues
facing Stockton and the region than chloramines, most notably the proposed Twin
Tunnels project in the Delta.

“Are you committed to helping Stockton fight the Delta tunnels?” Barrigan-Parrilla
asked Brockovich.

“If that’s an invitation,” Brockovich said, “the answer is yes.”

e  CBS Sacramento: Stockton Water Meeting Questions Use Of Chloramine In
City’s Drinking Supply
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e  KCRA: Stockton residents, Erin Brockovich voice concerns at meeting
e ABC 10: Erin Brockovich attends water forum in Stockton; hundreds turn out

e FOX 40: Erin Brockovich Attends Meeting to Discuss Chloramine in Stockton

Water
e  KRON 4: Erin Brockovich in Stockton to warn about adding chloramine to
water
Kelly Zito

Director of Public Affairs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region 9
San Francisco, CA

Office: 415.947.4306

Mobile: 415.760.9171

Web: EPA in the Pacific Southwest

Twitter https://twitter.com/EPAregion9
Facebook https://www.facebook.com/EPAregion9
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Keener, Bill

Cc: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Subject: Inquiry about Chloramine

Date: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 12:27:00 PM
Bill,

A call came in this morning (not to me) from a Mike Fitzgerald at the Stockton Record asking about
EPA’s apparent position that “chloramines are safe” in drinking water. | don’t have much context on
this and our resident expert Bruce Macler cannot be reached so we are trying to track someone
down at HQ that can respond to this. We may need to contact the reporter directly to get him to be
more specific. Regarding protocol, should we contact him directly of have Soledad make the call
since Michele is out today? The reporter has a 5:00 deadline.

Paul
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Cc: Macler, Bruce; Li, Corine

Subject: RE: CHLORAMINE MEDIA INQUIRY FW: Journalist query
Date: Wednesday, February 03, 2016 12:41:00 PM

Hi Soledad,

I’'m not sure that Bruce is around today so unless you hear back from him directly, you might need to
tell the reporter we do not have anyone available at the moment. | am not aware of any talking
points from HQ on chloramines. All | am aware of are the talking points from the Regional Board
that Corine Li provided and that Bill sent around to OPA yesterday. They are not for external
distribution. Corine mentioned in her email that she would see if Richard Hinrichs, the engineer
from Regional Board that provided the talking points, would be the POC for future questions. I'm
not sure where that is.

Paul

Paul F. Amato

Water Division,

Management & Program Analyst/Communications Liaison
U.S. EPA, Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street, WTR-1

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

t:(415) 972-3847

f:(415) 947-8026

e:amato.paul@epa.gov

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2016 12:13 PM

To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Cc: Macler, Bruce <Macler.Bruce@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: CHLORAMINE MEDIA INQUIRY FW: Journalist query

It looks like the reporter spoke to a water chemist who explained how chloramines work and now he’d like
to talk to a toxicologist about how they measure the human health risks of secondary water treatment.
Ideally he would like to talk to someone before 2pm today.

Can we make this happen?

Thanks,
Soledad

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2016 12:00 PM

To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Cc: Macler, Bruce <Macler.Bruce@epa.gov>

Subject: CHLORAMINE MEDIA INQUIRY FW: Journalist query
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Hi Paul and Bruce,

I have a reporter from WIRED magazine interesting in talking to someone about chloramines. | am
waiting to hear back on his deadline and trying to get some specific questions, but he is looking to
speak to someone today. Paul, do you know if we have talking points from HQ on this?

--Bruce, | assume you are the best point of contact for this request. How is your schedule looking for
today? Let me know.

Thanks!
Soledad

From: Huitric, Michele

Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2016 11:44 AM

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Journalist query

Fyi -

From: Stockton, Nick [mailto:Nick_Stockton@wired.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2016 9:44 AM

To: Huitric, Michele <Huitric.Michele @epa.gov>
Subject: Journalist query

Hello Michele,

I am writing a story about the chloramines scare in Stockton, CA, and would like to talk to an EPA expert
about the chemistry and toxicology of these chemicals. Is there anyone available today who can talk
science to me?

Thank you,

Nick Stockton

WIRED Magazine

415-276-5070

San Francisco
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad
Subject: RE: Chloramines in Stockton - LA Times column
Date: Monday, February 22, 2016 1:04:00 PM

Pretty entertaining. Thanks.

Paul F. Amato

Water Division,

Management & Program Analyst/Communications Liaison
U.S. EPA, Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street, WTR-1

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

t:(415) 972-3847

f:(415) 947-8026

e:amato.paul@epa.gov

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2016 9:31 AM

To: Zito, Kelly <ZITO.KELLY@EPA.GOV>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul
<Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Subject: Chloramines in Stockton - LA Times column

FYI

LA Times: In post-bankruptcy Stockton, a mayor and Erin Brockovich team up to scare people about

water

In post-bankruptcy
Stockton, a mayor and Erin Brockovich team up to
scare people about water
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Angeles Times)

Sadly, I missed the community meeting starring Erin Brockovich, who blew into town
this month to inform the citizenry that its officials are too cheap and lazy to provide

safe drinking water.

I watched a video of the gathering instead — and came away marveling at both the
opportunism of the traveling eco-circus that is the Brockovich Show and the chutzpah
of the city's mayor, who approved the current water-treatment scheme but is now

posing as a hero for raising questions about its safety.

Stockton is perhaps the most misunderstood big city in California. It sits on the delta,
an hour south of Sacramento, home to about 300,000. Its deep-water port, well

inland, is the third-largest in the state, after Los Angeles and Long Beach.

In June 2012, Stockton became the largest American city to declare bankruptcy. The
city slashed its police, fire and city workforce. Retirees lost their health insurance.

The crime rate soared.

“There was a feeling the lid's come off,” Stockton Record columnist Michael Fitzgerald

said. “Anarchy, really, running like quicksilver through the streets.”
“The depths of hell,” said Kurt Wilson, the city manager.
Today, the city is climbing out. Crime is down. The budget has a 20% surplus.

The last thing Stockton needs is a ginned-up controversy about the safety of its water

supply.

For me, the low point of the town hall meeting came during a long presentation by
Brockovich associate Bob Bowcock, a water treatment engineer. Others onstage got
10 minutes to talk about the water supply, including a vice mayor who defended the

city's system.

Bowcock took 45 minutes to lay out his alarmist case. He told the 1,200 or so
concerned citizens that a common disinfectant the city recently began using in its

water supply, chloramine, causes a terrifying list of human ailments: skin rashes; dry,
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scaly skin; erupting, oozing skin; swollen ears; extreme fatigue; hacking coughs;
sneezing; nasal congestion; itchy, burning and swollen eyes; peeling fingernails;

stomachaches.

| started to get a little itchy, a little oozy. You see, the L.A. water supply is disinfected
with chloramine. How relieved | felt when Bowcock admitted his list was anecdotal.

“There are no scientific studies that prove any of this,” he said. “There just aren't. But

you know what causes you harm.”

Please. | give you the ludicrous debate over childhood vaccines to prove how wrong he
is.

Chloramine is a common disinfectant, often replacing chlorine, which is less effective

and tastes like swimming pool.

According to the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, more than 50 million
Americans have drunk water with chloramine for decades. The creatures who have
the most to fear from it are not Stocktonians, but goldfish. (*Contact your aquarium
or pond supply professional for the best methods to remove chloramine,” advises the
DWP website.)

So why did Stockton Mayor Anthony Silva invite the most famous, and famously
alarmist, eco-warrior to town to whip up fears about the drinking supply at a moment
when the Flint water crisis has raised the public temperature about public officials

and water safety?

There are theories. And they are not flattering to Silva, a former Boys & Girls Club of

Stockton CEO who is up for reelection this year.
“This was a political event,” said Wilson, the city manager.

“Brockovich didn't bring any scientific information,” said City Councilman Elbert

Holman, who attended. “She just stirred up anti-government sentiment.”

Not so, says Brockovich. “I came ... not because | am some troublemaker,” she told the

crowd. “I have heard from the people of Stockton and their great concern for what is
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happening to their water.” (1 give her credit for urging citizens to get more involved.
But that's about it.)

Silva's campaign manager and spokesman, Allen Sawyer, told me he organized the

meeting and dismissed the idea that it was politically motivated.

The mayor's most relentless antagonist, Fitzgerald, of the Record, was dismissive. “It
was all about politics,” said Fitzgerald, who toyed with the idea of leading a recall
effort against Silva shortly after he took office in 2013.

“The mayor is a completely empty suit,” he said. “A knucklehead.”

Silva said in an email that he was unavailable to talk because he's in the Philippines
on a Sister City trip.

But Sawyer was game. “Two days before the mayor was elected, that columnist said
Anthony Silva will be elected when pigs fly,” he said. “Silva got 60% of the vote.”

Well. As we have seen in our presidential nominating contest, you can be a
knucklehead and still win elections.

Since he assumed office, Silva has been agitating against Stockton's form of
government, where the city manager, guided by the wisdom of the elected officials,

runs the place.

The city manager meets each week, individually, with council members to keep them
abreast of city business. This really annoys the mayor, who is forbidden by state

sunshine laws from meeting privately with council members.

The city manager, Sawyer said, “has complete control over the direction of our city.
He is unelected.”

I noted that the city's elected officials hired the manager.

“It's very frustrating,” Sawyer said. “The mayor is attacked that he isn't doing

anything, and then he is not empowered to do anything.”

Silva, who has a history of minor legal scrapes, has talked about introducing a ballot
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measure to give the mayor more power and weaken the city manager. A similar

measure, introduced by the last mayor of Sacramento, went nowhere amid
accusations it would make him “the Emperor of Sacramento.”

The Sultan of Stockton? Has a nice ring to it.
But it's not exactly in tune with Brockovich's “Power to the people” refrain.
robin.abcarian@Ilatimes.com

Twitter: @Abcarianl AT

Soledad Calvino
Press Officer, Office of Public Affairs
US EPA Region 9 - Pacific Southwest
(415) 972-3512
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad
Subject: RE: Erin Brockovich town hall meeting in Stockton - Press Coverage
Date: Tuesday, February 02, 2016 3:40:00 PM

Thanks you, Soledad.

Paul F. Amato

Water Division,

Management & Program Analyst/Communications Liaison
U.S. EPA, Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street, WTR-1

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

t:(415) 972-3847

f:(415) 947-8026

e:amato.paul@epa.gov

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2016 11:51 AM

To: Zito, Kelly <ZITO.KELLY@EPA.GOV>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Cc: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Subject: Erin Brockovich town hall meeting in Stockton - Press Coverage

Press coverage on last night’s town hall meeting:
e Stockton Record: Stockton water forum delivers mixed messages

STOCKTON — Erin Brockovich entered stage right and applause erupted in the jammed auditorium.
“Thank you for hearing our voices,” a lone local resident shouted out.

The crowd, estimated by Mayor Anthony Silva at more than 1,200, filled every nook and cranny
Monday night in San Joaquin Delta College’s Atherton Auditorium. The focus was drinking water and
the use of chloramines in north Stockton to disinfect it.

Notably absent were representatives from City Hall. City Manager Kurt Wilson did not permit
Stockton officials to participate, deeming the event to be “political.” Silva’s political consultant, N.
Allen Sawyer, organized Monday’s event.

Brockovich’s water consultant, Bob Bowcock, gave a lengthy presentation during the forum arguing
against the use of chloramines while acknowledging the science on the matter is mixed.

Local water activists Barbara Barrigan-Parrilla and Bill Jennings spoke before Bowcock and
Brockovich. Both suggested to the audience there are more significant issues facing Stockton and
the region than chloramines, most notably the proposed Twin Tunnels project in the Delta.

“Are you committed to helping Stockton fight the Delta tunnels?” Barrigan-Parrilla asked Brockovich.
“If that’s an invitation,” Brockovich said, “the answer is yes.”

e  CBS Sacramento: Stockton Water Meeting Questions Use Of Chloramine In City’s Drinking
Supply

e KCRA: Stockton residents, Erin Brockovich voice concerns at meeting

e ABC 10: Erin Brockovich attends water forum in Stockton; hundreds turn out

e  FOX 40: Erin Brockovich Attends Meeting to Discuss Chloramine in Stockton Water
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e  KRON 4: Erin Brockovich in Stockton to warn about adding chloramine to water

Soledad Calvino

Public Affairs Specialist

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | San Francisco

D: 415-972-3512| C: 415-697-6289| E: calvino.maria@epa.gov
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Cc: Keener, Bill; Garcia-Bakarich, Luis; Macler, Bruce; Li, Corine
Subject: RE: Inquiry about Chloramine

Date: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:21:00 PM

Thanks Soledad,

That is helpful context. I'll continue to work with Luis on this and see if we can get someone from HQ
to help respond.

Paul

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:06 PM
To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Cc: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Inquiry about Chloramine

Hi Paul,

So | just talked to the reporter and he wants to know if we have any studies that support that the
use of Chloramines to disinfect drinking water is safe. He said that Erin Brockovich is visiting
Stockton and she is raising concerns about the City of Stockton’s plan to add chloramines to its
drinking water: Activist's involvement makes chloramines plan suddenly controversial

He also has a specific question: Is Chloramine a combination of Ammonia and Chlorine? Does the
combination of these two chemicals change the compounds on a molecular level? Or are they just
adding ammonia to the drinking water?

His deadline is still 5pm. I let him know that our regional expert is out of the office and we are trying
to get someone from HQ to help us.

Thank you!
Soledad

From: Amato, Paul

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 12:27 PM

To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>

Cc: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: Inquiry about Chloramine

Bill,

A call came in this morning (not to me) from a Mike Fitzgerald at the Stockton Record asking about
EPA’s apparent position that “chloramines are safe” in drinking water. | don’t have much context on
this and our resident expert Bruce Macler cannot be reached so we are trying to track someone
down at HQ that can respond to this. We may need to contact the reporter directly to get him to be
more specific. Regarding protocol, should we contact him directly of have Soledad make the call
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since Michele is out today? The reporter has a 5:00 deadline.

Paul






From: Amato. Paul

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad; Garcia-Bakarich, Luis

Cc: McKinley, Helen; Keener, Bill

Subject: RE: Media Inquiry: Stockton Chloramine Question
Date: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 3:19:00 PM

Given the late hour in DC and the information already provided by Luis, | would say that is all we
have at this time.

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 3:04 PM

To: Garcia-Bakarich, Luis <Garcia-Bakarich.Luis@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Cc: McKinley, Helen <McKinley.Helen@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Media Inquiry: Stockton Chloramine Question

Thank you again, Luis!

--Paul, are we waiting on anything else from HQ?

From: Garcia-Bakarich, Luis

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 2:16 PM

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Cc: McKinley, Helen <McKinley.Helen@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Media Inquiry: Stockton Chloramine Question

From what | have gathered, and | am not a chemist...

Chloramine is the combination of chlorine and ammonia. There is a little reaction and chloramine is
born as a new compound (molecular) versus a mixture.
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chloramine

IR ( (RN (((C DRt (DR
Luis M. Garcia-Bakarich (WTR 3-1)

Drinking Water Management Section

Water Division

U.S. EPA Region IX

75 Hawthorne St.

San Francisco, CA 94105
garcia-bakarich.luis@epa.gov

Telephone: (415) 972-3237

Fax (415) 947-3545

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:37 PM



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=13B29B5DF12F425E833B66385FDA9969-PAMATO

mailto:Calvino.Maria@epa.gov

mailto:Garcia-Bakarich.Luis@epa.gov

mailto:McKinley.Helen@epa.gov

mailto:Keener.Bill@epa.gov

mailto:Calvino.Maria@epa.gov

mailto:Amato.Paul@epa.gov

mailto:McKinley.Helen@epa.gov

mailto:Keener.Bill@epa.gov

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chloramine

mailto:garcia-bakarich.luis@epa.gov



To: Garcia-Bakarich, Luis <Garcia-Bakarich.Luis@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Cc: McKinley, Helen <McKinley.Helen@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Media Inquiry: Stockton Chloramine Question

Thank you, Luis. | will also direct him to R9’s Chloramine website.

The other question he had was...Is Chloramine a combination of Ammonia and Chlorine? Does the
combination of these two chemicals change the compounds on a molecular level? Or are they just
pouring ammonia to the drinking water?

He is raising this question because Erin Brockovich wrote:

“Historically, drinking water disinfection with chlorine has been extremely successful in addressing
bacterial and viral contamination. It has virtually wiped out waterborne diseases like typhoid fever,
cholera, and dysentery. However, chlorine disinfection may also cause health risks. When chlorine is
added to the water, it not only kills bacteria and viruses, but it also reacts with other chemicals
dissolved in the water to form new compounds, known as disinfection byproducts. Some of these
byproducts, such as trihalomethanes, are thought to cause cancer and pose other long-term health
risks.

Chloramine, on the other hand, is a combination of chlorine and ammonia. While chlorine dissipates
and evaporates into the air relatively quickly, chloramine is more stable and will last longer in the
water system. The goal is to provide increased protection from bacterial contamination. Chloramine
also happens to be the cheapest and easiest of the options available to water utilities. Yet even
though the use of chloramine is convenient, it may not be safe.”

Thank you,

Soledad Calvino

Public Affairs Specialist

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | San Francisco

D: 415-972-3512| C: 415-697-6289| E: calvino.maria@epa.gov

From: Garcia-Bakarich, Luis

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:27 PM

To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Cc: McKinley, Helen <McKinley.Helen@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Calvino, Maria
Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>

Subject: Media Inquiry: Stockton Chloramine Question

As | understand the question:

“What studies did the EPA evaluate when considering chloramines for treatment of drinking
water?”

The reporter is looking for a syllabus of studies.

| spoke with a person at HQ very familiar with disinfection and the rules associated. Our
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recommendation would be to provide the reporter with FR notices for the Stage 1 and Stage 2
Disinfection Byproduct Rules. The FRs provide lists of all the studies considered in rule
development. The FRs also provide discussion that interprets the findings of those studies. Notably,
the Stage 1 FR notice states on page 38682, with respect to exposure to chloramines, “No adverse
clinical effects were noted in any of the studies.”

Stage 1 Federal Register Notice: Vol 59, No 145, page 38668, Friday July 29, 1994
Stage 2 Federal Register Notice: Vol 71, No 2, page 388, Wednesday January 4, 2006

IR ( (G2 (((C DR (DR
Luis M. Garcia-Bakarich (WTR 3-1)

Drinking Water Management Section

Water Division

U.S. EPA Region IX

75 Hawthorne St.

San Francisco, CA 94105
garcia-bakarich.luis@epa.gov

Telephone: (415) 972-3237

Fax (415) 947-3545
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Loop, Travis

Cc: Keener, Bill; Calvino, Maria Soledad

Subject: RE: Stockton

Date: Thursday, January 21, 2016 3:44:00 PM
Attachments: Erin Brockovich visit to Stockton next week.msq

RE Inquiry about Chloramine.msq

RE Inquiry about Chloramine.msq
RE Inquiry about Chloramine.msq

Hi Travis,

Here’s follow up to the chloramine issue in Stockton and the input from Erin B. Soledad was able to
find some of her comments online as you can see in the attached emails. Apparently she is a

Stockton native and is planning to attend a public meeting on the 27" where the city will be
discussing their transition to using chloramine disinfection. The attached emails are probably more
than you want or need but they expand on this further. You can see below some of the commentary
and her reference to Flint. The reporter says the article will run this weekend.

This was Erin Brockovich’s initial Facebook comment:

“Congratulations to the City of Stockton, California... you're adding ammonia to your drinking water
because you're too lazy and cheap to remove dirt (organics) from your water supplies...

You're on the fast track to creating the next Flint, Michigan...

So damn smart; the long-planned switch from chlorine to chloramines should happen by the end of
this month, said Mel Lytle, head of Stockton’s Municipal Utilities Department. For now, only city of
Stockton customers on the north side will receive this water, though officials eventually intend to
expand to the south side as well. California Water Service Co. customers are not affected.”

Stockton Mayor Anthony Silva responded to Brockovich in a Facebook post of his own, writing in
part:

“We will immediately host a Town Hall Meeting on Stockton Water by next week. We will invite the
Public Utilities Director and his staff. We will also invite Water Quality specialists from the County
and State. | will also reach out to Erin Brockovich and invite her.”

The Mayor and Brockovich have confirmed a Stockton Town Hall, Wednesday, January 27, 2016
at 6:00 p.m.

From: Keener, Bill
Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 3:04 PM

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Stockton

Paul, can you help out Travis Loop here...Soledad is on travel.

Bill Keener
Office of Public Affairs
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Erin Brockovich visit to Stockton next week


			From


			Amato, Paul


			To


			Montgomery, Michael; Torres, Tomas


			Cc


			HODGE, DON; Macler, Bruce; Garcia-Bakarich, Luis


			Recipients


			Montgomery.Michael@epa.gov; Torres.Tomas@epa.gov; Hodge.Don@epa.gov; Macler.Bruce@epa.gov; Garcia-Bakarich.Luis@epa.gov





Mike and Tomás,





 





I believe I mentioned yesterday that Erin Brockovich is going to be in Stockton next week and from what I can tell, attending a public meeting regarding Stockton’s switch to chloramine. She’s been pretty vocal about it and negative towards the city. We had an inquiry from this reporter yesterday asking about EPA’s position on chloramine and OPA provided him with a link to R9’s Chloramine website and some information compiled by Luis.





 





This is for your situational awareness but also to check whether you think we should jump in with HQ to potentially address this inquiry further. The story will apparently run this weekend and the reporter has indicated that concerns are heightened in light of what’s happened in Flint.





 





Paul





 





From: Keener, Bill 
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:06 PM
To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: MARY ACTION: DDL TBD; THE RECORD (STOCKTON, CA); chloramines





 





Let your folks know about Erin Brockavich’s vist to Stockton….and if there’s any more help we can help provide HQ





 





_________________





Bill Keener





Office of Public Affairs





U.S. EPA - Region 9





San Francisco, CA





Phone: (415) 972-3940





 





From: Zito, Kelly 
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 11:27 AM
To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>
Cc: Schollhamer, Mary <Schollhamer.Mary@epa.gov>; Loop, Travis <Loop.Travis@epa.gov>; Lee, Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: MARY ACTION: DDL TBD; THE RECORD (STOCKTON, CA); chloramines





 





Looping in Bill and Soledad. I believe this reporter reached out to us yesterday...

Sent from my iPhone






On Jan 20, 2016, at 11:23 AM, "Daguillard, Robert" <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov> wrote:





Follow-up from the reporter. + Kelly (R9) for awareness. More reporting is likely with next week’s celebrity visit:





 





“Well, here's the thing, Erin Brockovich is coming to town early next week and I've got to put some science out there before she comes (we're going to have to publish this weekend).





That having been said, I'm casting a very wide net on this and have gotten some good info from outside experts/other agencies. So it's probably not the end of the world if you're not able to respond this week. Whatever EPA is eventually able to provide will help inform our future reporting on the subject.





Thank you!”





 





Robert Daguillard





Office of Media Relations





U.S. Environmental Protection Agency





Washington, DC 





+1 (202) 564-6618 (o)





+1 (202) 360-0476 (cel)
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From: Schollhamer, Mary 
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:52 PM
To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>
Cc: Loop, Travis <Loop.Travis@epa.gov>; Lee, Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: MARY ACTION: DDL TBD; THE RECORD (STOCKTON, CA); chloramines





 





Thanks, Robert. I agree that we should push the deadline to Monday. Our folks are swamped and could use the time. 





 





Mary G Schollhamer





Acting Deputy Director of Communications





Office of Water





U.S. Environmental Protection Agency





Office: 202-564-5759





Mobile: 202-853-5317





schollhamer.mary@epa.gov





 





From: Daguillard, Robert 
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:18 PM
To: Schollhamer, Mary <Schollhamer.Mary@epa.gov>
Cc: Loop, Travis <Loop.Travis@epa.gov>; Lee, Monica <Lee.Monica@epa.gov>
Subject: MARY ACTION: DDL TBD; THE RECORD (STOCKTON, CA); chloramines





 





This writer has already written about the topic – and about Erin Brockovich’s Facebook posting on same. Other stories by different outlets here and here. With the bad weather coming our way, I’ll ask him to push his deadline back until next week, unless you think we can get  him something by tomorrow COB. Let me know. 





 





Thanks, R. 





 





Robert Daguillard





Office of Media Relations





U.S. Environmental Protection Agency





Washington, DC 





+1 (202) 564-6618 (o)





+1 (202) 360-0476 (cel)
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From: Breitler, Alex 
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 1:11 PM
To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: chloramines





 





Thanks for responding!





I don't know where to even begin in telling you what people are saying. My sense is that the biggest local concern at the moment is the possibility of chloramines causing corrosion in the pipes, in light of what is happening in Flint. But I'm getting the whole gamut of questions that you all have likely heard before -- perceived public health impacts, "if the water is toxic for fish how can it be OK for me," etc etc.





So yes, I'm interested in both EPA and non-EPA studies -- whatever your folks think are most pertinent to educate a community on this subject.





I know this is kind of broad, but thanks for anything you can do. Sometime this week would be great if you can swing it.





Thanks again,





Alex





 





 





On Wed, Jan 20, 2016 at 6:16 AM, Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov> wrote:





Yes, we’re happy to help. How will the information we send you fit into your larger story? I assume you’ve spoken to others? If so, have they made comments you’d like us to respond to? 





Also and since you want to write about the science on chloramines, I assume you’re looking for the latest studies generally and not just by EPA scientists, right? 





Last but not least, what’s your deadline? 





Thanks, R. 





Robert Daguillard





Office of Media Relations





U.S. Environmental Protection Agency





Washington, DC 





+1 (202) 564-6618 (o)





+1 (202) 360-0476 (cel)
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From: Breitler, Alex 
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 2:24 AM
To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>
Subject: chloramines





 





Hi Robert,





My name is Alex Breitler. I'm a reporter with The Record newspaper out in Stockton, CA.





Our city is switching from chlorine disinfectant to chloramines, and it has suddenly become quite controversial. I'm trying to track down the latest and best science on chloramines, but the EPA guidance document that I found tonight dates back to 1994: http://cfpub.epa.gov/ncea/risk/recordisplay.cfm?deid=2829&CFID=44537175&CFTOKEN=48964464





Would someone possibly be able to tell me whether any more current studies have been done? Not sure if this is a question best put to headquarters to to Region 9 staff, but maybe you can point me in the right direction.





Thanks,





Alex






-- 





Alex Breitler





reporter





 








image001.png


W agenct”

"¢ puort©










RE: Inquiry about Chloramine


			From


			Calvino, Maria Soledad


			To


			Amato, Paul


			Recipients


			Amato.Paul@epa.gov





FYI





Protection or Poison?
Chloramination of Drinking Water 
by Erin Brockovich





October 2010





Water utilities across the country are changing the way they treat our drinking water. They’re switching from chlorine, the primary disinfectant used in drinking water systems for over a hundred years, to the alternative disinfectant chloramine at an alarming rate. But are they making a sound, informed decision? What are the health effects? Where are the studies to help us understand the impacts to our health and infrastructure?





The fact of the matter is chloramines are a terrible mistake. While utility companies often use chloramines as a matter of convenience, there are far safer alternatives. As a world-leading nation, we have to stop cutting corners where our health and safety are at stake.





Historically, drinking water disinfection with chlorine has been extremely successful in addressing bacterial and viral contamination. It has virtually wiped out waterborne diseases like typhoid fever, cholera, and dysentery. However, chlorine disinfection may also cause health risks. When chlorine is added to the water, it not only kills bacteria and viruses, but it also reacts with other chemicals dissolved in the water to form new compounds, known as disinfection byproducts. Some of these byproducts, such as trihalomethanes, are thought to cause cancer and pose other long-term health risks.





Chloramine, on the other hand, is a combination of chlorine and ammonia. While chlorine dissipates and evaporates into the air relatively quickly, chloramine is more stable and will last longer in the water system. The goal is to provide increased protection from bacterial contamination. Chloramine also happens to be the cheapest and easiest of the options available to water utilities. Yet even though the use of chloramine is convenient, it may not be safe.





Studies indicate chloramine causes more rapid deterioration of the municipal infrastructure and degradation of valves and fittings. In water systems that still use lead pipes or components, this causes lead and other metals to leach into drinking water and out of faucets and showerheads. The chemicals themselves may not cost much, but we can’t afford their consequences.





On top of all these infrastructure and health problems associated with chloramine use, there is growing evidence that chloramine forms toxic byproducts as it disinfects. This also occurs with the use of chlorine, but recent studies indicate the formation of toxic byproducts in drinking water may be higher when utilities use chloramines. These studies also indicate that chloramine causes more dangerous byproducts than other treatment alternatives, such as ozone or chlorine dioxide.





Disinfection byproducts are created when the compounds used for disinfecting drinking water react with natural organic matter, bromide, or iodide. Research shows that the byproducts are highly toxic to mammalian cells like ours, and they’re known to affect cells’ genetic material, which can cause mutation or cancer. In studies, some of these byproducts, such as iodoacetic acid, have been shown to cause developmental abnormalities in mouse embryos. Other byproducts of chloramine use include the highly toxic human carcinogens hydrazine and N-nitrosodimethylamine (NDMA). Hydrazine is the primary ingredient in rocket fuel and is extremely toxic at very low levels in drinking water. NDMA is also a chemical used in the manufacture of rocket fuels. Both chemicals are a result of the chloramine’s combination of ammonia and chlorine, a potentially deadly cocktail.





Amazingly, it’s not even clear that chloramine’s benefits are worth these risks. Chloramine is 200 times less effective than chlorine in killing e-coli bacteria, rotaviruses, and polio.





How many times do we have to hear water utilities complain that the EPA is making them adopt chloramines? This is not the truth. Time and time again, water utilities shift the blame from themselves and take the easy way out, pointing to some higher authority as responsible.





These utility companies are blaming chloramines adoption on the EPA Stage I and Stage II Disinfectants and Disinfection By-Products Rule (DBPR), which has been actively negotiated since 1992. These rules tighten drinking water regulations, requiring utilities to provide their customers with cleaner, safer drinking water. To support the science behind these regulations, well over $100 million in research has been conducted to better define the risks from microbial pathogens and disinfection byproducts.





The Stage II DBPR and the Long Term Enhanced Surface Water Treatment Rule are the second phase of rules required by Congress. Set to take effect in 2012, these rules strengthen protection against microbial contaminants and aim to reduce dangerous disinfection byproducts. The rule targets water systems with the greatest risk and builds incrementally on existing rules. Under the Stage II DBPR, systems will conduct an evaluation of their distribution systems to identify the locations with high disinfection byproduct concentrations. These locations will then be used as the sampling sites for Stage II DBPR compliance monitoring.





Utility companies are concerned that these new regulations are too expensive. To cut costs, many are choosing to adopt chloramine treatment. It’s the cheapest way of meeting the EPA’s new regulations, but it’s one of the most dangerous ways of getting the job done.





There are several alternatives recommended by the EPA that do not involve adding more chemicals to our drinking water. All of the alternatives involve removing organic contaminants through enhanced coagulation or sedimentation, filtration, or carbon adsorption. Within those three areas of treatment, there are scores of readily available, real-world applicable options. Alternative disinfectants, such as ozone and chlorine dioxide, are better, but they too can cause the formation of other byproducts. All this demonstrates the need to effectively remove the bad stuff in our drinking water rather than trying to merely treat it with chemicals.





Collectively, we can stop the poisoning of our drinking water supplies. Speak up, and tell your water utilities, state officials, and the EPA, “We are informed, we understand the issue, and we do not want you to continue contaminating our water supplies.”  Cite the Cincinnati’s experience with granular activated carbon (GAC) as an alternative.





In December 1978, Richard Miller became director of Greater Cincinnati Water Works, home to the EPA Research Center and Office of Administration and Resources Management. Miller spearheaded the creation and implementation of a vision that would provide Water Works customers with the high-quality water they desired at a price they could afford. In 1992, he implemented a post-filtration granular activated carbon process, which essentially vacuumed up the dangerous contaminants in water. Using this process, Miller eliminated the need to sully Cincinnati’s water with chlorine, chloramine, or any other dangerous chemicals.





Eighteen years later, Mr. Miller explains, “It is better to remove contaminants by adsorption with GAC instead of adding chemicals that might have unintended consequences. Science is continually identifying additional chemicals in the drinking water supply, often in minute concentrations. While evidence may be lacking that many may pose no significant threat to public health, removing them as an additional benefit of treatment for other purposes is advantageous.”





 





 





From: Amato, Paul 
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 12:27 PM
To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Cc: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: Inquiry about Chloramine





 





Bill,





 





A call came in this morning (not to me) from a Mike Fitzgerald at the Stockton Record asking about EPA’s apparent position that “chloramines are safe” in drinking water. I don’t have much context on this and our resident expert Bruce Macler cannot be reached so we are trying to track someone down at HQ that can respond to this. We may need to contact the reporter directly to get him to be more specific. Regarding protocol, should we contact him directly of have Soledad make the call since Michele is out today? The reporter has a 5:00 deadline.





 





Paul 










RE: Inquiry about Chloramine


			From


			Calvino, Maria Soledad


			To


			Amato, Paul


			Cc


			Keener, Bill


			Recipients


			Amato.Paul@epa.gov; Keener.Bill@epa.gov





FYI 





 





This was Erin Brockovich’s initial Facebook comment:





“Congratulations to the City of Stockton, California... you're adding ammonia to your drinking water because you're too lazy and cheap to remove dirt (organics) from your water supplies...





You're on the fast track to creating the next Flint, Michigan...





So damn smart; the long-planned switch from chlorine to chloramines should happen by the end of this month, said Mel Lytle, head of Stockton’s Municipal Utilities Department. For now, only city of Stockton customers on the north side will receive this water, though officials eventually intend to expand to the south side as well. California Water Service Co. customers are not affected.”





 





Stockton Mayor Anthony Silva responded to Brockovich in a Facebook post of his own, writing in part:





“We will immediately host a Town Hall Meeting on Stockton Water by next week. We will invite the Public Utilities Director and his staff. We will also invite Water Quality specialists from the County and State. I will also reach out to Erin Brockovich and invite her.” 





 





The Mayor and Brockovich have confirmed a Stockton Town Hall, Wednesday, January 27, 2016 at 6:00 p.m.





 





 





From: Calvino, Maria Soledad 
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:06 PM
To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Cc: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Inquiry about Chloramine





 





Hi Paul,





So I just talked to the reporter and he wants to know if we have any studies that support that the use of Chloramines to disinfect drinking water is safe. He said that Erin Brockovich is visiting Stockton and she is raising concerns about the City of Stockton’s plan to add chloramines to its drinking water: Activist's involvement makes chloramines plan suddenly controversial





He also has a specific question: Is Chloramine a combination of Ammonia and Chlorine? Does the combination of these two chemicals change the compounds on a molecular level? Or are they just adding ammonia to the drinking water?





His deadline is still 5pm. I let him know that our regional expert is out of the office and we are trying to get someone from HQ to help us. 





Thank you!





Soledad





 





From: Amato, Paul 
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 12:27 PM
To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Cc: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: Inquiry about Chloramine





 





Bill,





 





A call came in this morning (not to me) from a Mike Fitzgerald at the Stockton Record asking about EPA’s apparent position that “chloramines are safe” in drinking water. I don’t have much context on this and our resident expert Bruce Macler cannot be reached so we are trying to track someone down at HQ that can respond to this. We may need to contact the reporter directly to get him to be more specific. Regarding protocol, should we contact him directly of have Soledad make the call since Michele is out today? The reporter has a 5:00 deadline.





 





Paul 










RE: Inquiry about Chloramine


			From


			Calvino, Maria Soledad


			To


			Amato, Paul


			Cc


			Keener, Bill


			Recipients


			Amato.Paul@epa.gov; Keener.Bill@epa.gov





Hi Paul,





So I just talked to the reporter and he wants to know if we have any studies that support that the use of Chloramines to disinfect drinking water is safe. He said that Erin Brockovich is visiting Stockton and she is raising concerns about the City of Stockton’s plan to add chloramines to its drinking water: Activist's involvement makes chloramines plan suddenly controversial





He also has a specific question: Is Chloramine a combination of Ammonia and Chlorine? Does the combination of these two chemicals change the compounds on a molecular level? Or are they just adding ammonia to the drinking water?





His deadline is still 5pm. I let him know that our regional expert is out of the office and we are trying to get someone from HQ to help us. 







Thank you!





Soledad





 





From: Amato, Paul 
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 12:27 PM
To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Cc: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: Inquiry about Chloramine





 





Bill,





 





A call came in this morning (not to me) from a Mike Fitzgerald at the Stockton Record asking about EPA’s apparent position that “chloramines are safe” in drinking water. I don’t have much context on this and our resident expert Bruce Macler cannot be reached so we are trying to track someone down at HQ that can respond to this. We may need to contact the reporter directly to get him to be more specific. Regarding protocol, should we contact him directly of have Soledad make the call since Michele is out today? The reporter has a 5:00 deadline.





 





Paul 










U.S. EPA - Region 9
San Francisco, CA
Phone: (415) 972-3940

From: Loop, Travis

Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 1:35 PM
To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: Stockton

Can you give the scoop on Stockton and any public health issues? Heard the Brockovich is trying to
draw comparisons to Flint.

Travis Loop

Director of Communications

Office of Water

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-870-6922

loop.travis@epa.gov
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad
Subject: RE: Stockton
Date: Thursday, January 21, 2016 4:15:00 PM

Sure thing. I'll be very interested to see the article and any follow up to the Jan 27th meeting in
Stockton, assuming it gets media coverage.

From: Calvino, Maria Soledad

Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 4:14 PM
To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Stockton

Thanks for taking care of this, Paul! | just got back to the office, so I'm available in case they need
anything else, but you sent them everything we have so far. We’ll have to keep monitoring the issue
after the story comes out this weekend.

Thanks!

Soledad

From: Amato, Paul
Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 3:45 PM
To: Loop, Travis <Loop.Travis@epa.gov>

Cc: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Stockton

Hi Travis,

Here’s follow up to the chloramine issue in Stockton and the input from Erin B. Soledad was able to
find some of her comments online as you can see in the attached emails. Apparently she is a

Stockton native and is planning to attend a public meeting on the 27" where the city will be
discussing their transition to using chloramine disinfection. The attached emails are probably more
than you want or need but they expand on this further. You can see below some of the commentary
and her reference to Flint. The reporter says the article will run this weekend.

This was Erin Brockovich’s initial Facebook comment:

“Congratulations to the City of Stockton, California... you're adding ammonia to your drinking water
because you're too lazy and cheap to remove dirt (organics) from your water supplies...

You're on the fast track to creating the next Flint, Michigan...

So damn smart; the long-planned switch from chlorine to chloramines should happen by the end of
this month, said Mel Lytle, head of Stockton’s Municipal Utilities Department. For now, only city of
Stockton customers on the north side will receive this water, though officials eventually intend to
expand to the south side as well. California Water Service Co. customers are not affected.”

Stockton Mayor Anthony Silva responded to Brockovich in a Facebook post of his own, writing in
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part:

“We will immediately host a Town Hall Meeting on Stockton Water by next week. We will invite the
Public Utilities Director and his staff. We will also invite Water Quality specialists from the County
and State. | will also reach out to Erin Brockovich and invite her.”

The Mayor and Brockovich have confirmed a Stockton Town Hall, Wednesday, January 27, 2016
at 6:00 p.m.

From: Keener, Bill

Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 3:04 PM

To: Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>; Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Stockton

Paul, can you help out Travis Loop here...Soledad is on travel.

Bill Keener

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA - Region 9
San Francisco, CA
Phone: (415) 972-3940

From: Loop, Travis

Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 1:35 PM
To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: Stockton

Can you give the scoop on Stockton and any public health issues? Heard the Brockovich is trying to
draw comparisons to Flint.

Travis Loop

Director of Communications

Office of Water

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-870-6922

loop.travis@epa.gov
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From: Amato. Paul

To: Macler, Bruce

Cc: Mogharabi, Nahal; Calvino, Maria Soledad

Subject: RE: media inquiry: San Luis Obsipo Tribune re: Chromium VI
Date: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 9:46:00 AM

Attachments: RE Media Inquiry Stockton Chloramine Question.msq

Hi Bruce,

The reporter is Nick Wilson, SLO Tribune. His number is (805) 781-7922. Nahal may want to join you
on the call since it is a media request. Thanks for handling it.

With regards to the request from the Stockton Record, Soledad forwarded information to the
reporter that we got from Luis. See the attached email chain if you are interested. Soledad can

confirm but | believe this one is closed.

Paul

From: Macler, Bruce

Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 8:32 AM

To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: media inquiry: San Luis Obsipo Tribune re: Chromium VI

| can handle this. Do you have the reporter’s number?
Also, what’s going on with Stockton?

Bruce

415 972-3569

Solutions, not complaints...

From: Amato, Paul
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 8:15 AM

To: Macler, Bruce <Macler.Bruce@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: media inquiry: San Luis Obsipo Tribune re: Chromium VI
Hi Bruce. They just keep coming...

Should we refer them to the State or is this something for you to weigh in on?

Paul

From: Mogharabi, Nahal
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 4:25 PM
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RE: Media Inquiry:  Stockton Chloramine Question


			From


			Calvino, Maria Soledad


			To


			Garcia-Bakarich, Luis; Amato, Paul


			Cc


			McKinley, Helen; Keener, Bill


			Recipients


			Garcia-Bakarich.Luis@epa.gov; Amato.Paul@epa.gov; McKinley.Helen@epa.gov; Keener.Bill@epa.gov





Thank you, Luis. I will also direct him to R9’s Chloramine website.





 





The other question he had was…Is Chloramine a combination of Ammonia and Chlorine? Does the combination of these two chemicals change the compounds on a molecular level? Or are they just pouring ammonia to the drinking water?





He is raising this question because Erin Brockovich wrote: 





“Historically, drinking water disinfection with chlorine has been extremely successful in addressing bacterial and viral contamination. It has virtually wiped out waterborne diseases like typhoid fever, cholera, and dysentery. However, chlorine disinfection may also cause health risks. When chlorine is added to the water, it not only kills bacteria and viruses, but it also reacts with other chemicals dissolved in the water to form new compounds, known as disinfection byproducts. Some of these byproducts, such as trihalomethanes, are thought to cause cancer and pose other long-term health risks.





Chloramine, on the other hand, is a combination of chlorine and ammonia. While chlorine dissipates and evaporates into the air relatively quickly, chloramine is more stable and will last longer in the water system. The goal is to provide increased protection from bacterial contamination. Chloramine also happens to be the cheapest and easiest of the options available to water utilities. Yet even though the use of chloramine is convenient, it may not be safe.”





 





Thank you, 





 





___________________________________________________________
Soledad Calvino
Public Affairs Specialist
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | San Francisco
D: 415-972-3512| C: 415-697-6289| E: calvino.maria@epa.gov   





 





 





 





From: Garcia-Bakarich, Luis 
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 1:27 PM
To: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Cc: McKinley, Helen <McKinley.Helen@epa.gov>; Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>; Calvino, Maria Soledad <Calvino.Maria@epa.gov>
Subject: Media Inquiry: Stockton Chloramine Question





 





As I understand the question:





“What studies did the EPA evaluate when considering chloramines for treatment of drinking water?”  





The reporter is looking for a syllabus of studies. 





 





I spoke with a person at HQ very familiar with disinfection and the rules associated.  Our recommendation would be to provide the reporter with FR notices for the Stage 1 and Stage 2 Disinfection Byproduct Rules.  The FRs provide lists of all the studies considered in rule development.  The FRs also provide discussion that interprets the findings of those studies.  Notably, the Stage 1 FR notice states on page 38682, with respect to exposure to chloramines, “No adverse clinical effects were noted in any of the studies.”





 





Stage 1 Federal Register Notice:  Vol 59, No 145, page 38668, Friday July 29, 1994





Stage 2 Federal Register Notice:  Vol 71, No 2, page 388, Wednesday January 4, 2006
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Luis M. Garcia-Bakarich (WTR 3-1)





Drinking Water Management Section





Water Division





U.S. EPA Region IX





75 Hawthorne St.





San Francisco, CA 94105





garcia-bakarich.luis@epa.gov





Telephone: (415) 972-3237





Fax  (415) 947-3545





 










To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>
Cc: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: media inquiry: San Luis Obsipo Tribune re: Chromium VI

Thanks, Bill.

I'll get the reporter’s deadline info. In the meantime, Paul, can you look into this? Would this be a
guestion for the state?

From: Keener, Bill

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 4:22 PM

To: Mogharabi, Nahal <MOGHARABI.NAHAL@EPA.GOV>

Cc: Amato, Paul <Amato.Paul@epa.gov>

Subject: media inquiry: San Luis Obsipo Tribune re: Chromium VI

Nahal (and Paul), can you handle this...?

Bill Keener

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA - Region 9
San Francisco, CA
Phone: (415) 972-3940

From: Wilson, Nick [mailto:nwilson@thetribunenews.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2016 4:12 PM

To: Keener, Bill <Keener.Bill@epa.gov>

Subject: question on Chromium VI for EPA (new media)

Hi Bill,

I'm a reporter with the San Luis Obispo Tribune.

I was hoping to chat with you about the impacts of breathing or touching Chromium VI. A
water district in our area, the Los Osos Community Services District, has reported a violation
of Chromium V1 levels in one of its wells.

Please let me know who | might speak with to get some info.

Thanks!

Nick Wilson

Tribune Staff Reporter
nwilson@thetribunenews.com
(805) 781-7922 (phone)

(805) 781-7905 (fax)
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